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SUMMARY OP CONCLUSIONS

This study of scenic highways, requested of the Maine

where the scenic or recreational aspects are

State Highway Commission by the United States Department

reasonably compatible with other highway uses

of Commerce, Bureau of Public Roads, has resulted in the

and the use of the adjacent land.

delineation of 2,452 miles of scenic routes which are

that this approach can provide the greatest bene

accessible from a system of major routes and connectors.

fit at the least cost.

The total cost of providing the necessary recreational

It is felt

Although nearness to population is an im

facilities and improving the selected highways to scenic

portant criterion in the selection of scenic routes,

highway standards is estimated to be approximately sixty-six

the value of recreational attractiveness may be of

million dollars, of which over forty million dollars is

even greater importance.

incurred on approximately four hundred miles of new fac

highways should not be limited by the premise of

ility.

the short one-day or weekend trip, but should be

The majority of the routes designated are located

The availability of scenic

so designated that routes will be provided in those
areas where there can be some degree of certainty

on, or are minor relocations of, existing facilities

- 1 ~

that the longer distance recreational traveler may

broad approaches to defining the details of the

enhance his experience.

study are a necessity.

Therefore, the absolute

value of many of the details should be used with

The various aspects of protective measures are
extremely broad and require intensive investigation

care.

which was not possible as a part of this study.

detract from the validity of the results and con

Although very rigid controls are a necessity in many

clusions .

areas, the acquiring of such controls in some locations
is unreasonable, if not impossible.

These locations

often, however, add to the variety and quality of the
overall experience.

Protective measures may vary,

then, from the practically nonexistent (or perhaps
inherent) to a complete acquisition.

The necessity,

type, and feasibility of the various approaches to
roadside protection should be further scrutinized.
In any study conducted in a "crash" manner,

2

Any inconsistencies should not, however,
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INTRODUCTION

In recent years the Maine State Highway Commission

areas has been created in a location possessing definite

has become increasingly interested in the need for

scenic value.

preserving and enhancing the aesthetic qualities of

on hillsides providing vistas of natural beauty, and where

Maine scenery for the motoring public.

possible in a refreshing grove of trees.

A variety of

They have been placed near lakes, the sea,

Equally as

opportunities have been provided to meet these

important as the scenery is the selection of a location

objectives.

along a highway where movements of vehicles to and from

Not only has service to the traveler been

improved, but additional safety has been provided for

the rest area do not create traffic hazards.

those enjoying the "Maine Scene".

now have adequate parking and table space and include

Rest areas containing facilities for roadside

Most areas

sanitary facilities, shelters, fireplaces, and adequate

picnicking have been constructed throughout the State.

supplies of drinking water.

The State Highway Commission's rest or picnic area

areas having spectacular scenic attractions have been used

program began in 1951 with a modest eleven sites and

so extensively that they have been incorporated into the

has been expanded annually to its present ueak of

State Park System.

approximately two hundred sites.

Each of the picnic

Some of the sites located in

A program for the restoration and maintenance of

- 3 -

covered bridges has also been initiated.

At one time

roadside have been cleared of excess foliage and heavy growth

there were one hundred and twenty covered bridges of

to open views along rivers and other areas of scenic interest.

various types of wood construction in the State.

Several turnouts at scenic overlooks have been constructed

They

were vulnerable to natural disasters such as fire and

and other improvements have been made to enhance the scenic

flood and were found to be inadequate to carry the rising

attractions along Maine's highways.

tide of traffic and have since dwindled in number to the
present low of nine.

Some of these remaining structures

are over one hundred years old.

These nostalgic relics

Measures have been initiated on new construction for
controlling roadside growth through programs of selective
clearing and thinning, under which portions of the existing

of the past are located throughout the State, from the

growth outside the construction limits are carefully

western regions near the Maine-New Hampshire State Line

preserved.

to the Town of Littleton in Aroostook County.

Interstate and Defense Highways represent the greatest effort

Each year

Landscaping details on the National System of

thousands of tourists, photographers, and artists visit

to date to preserve and emphasize the aesthetic values

these sites to inspect and record these symbols of

surrounding the highway location.

ingenuity and skill of the early bridge builders of Maine.
Over the past few years several sections of existing

The Maine State Highway Commission received nationwide
awards in 1961 and 1964 for their efforts in designing

sections of the Interstate Highway where the roadside

to the regular assignments of this section so that only the

and median strips were left as natural as possible and

beginning of an evaluation of the highways and regions of the

for locating the highway to enable the motorist to

State had been completed when this nationwide study was

obtain the best possible views of the surrounding

proposed; however, the basic concepts needed for the

landscape, yet achieve all of the standards of a safe

determination of a scenic route had been established, mans

and modern expressway.

had been prepared shewing topography, and some descriptive

The preparation of this report was greatly
facilitated by the fact that investigations of the

literature had been written.
This report was also greatly facilitated by the

feasibility of designating a program of scenic highways

availability of data on existing facilities from the State

in Maine had been previously undertaken.

Park and Recreation Commission that was prepared under a

These

preliminary studies were made by the Roadside

current outdoor recreation plan study and facilities planning

Development Section of the Commission.

assistance through their engineering division.

Personnel

The subsequent

of that section developed a rating system to select

outdoor recreation plan will include scenic highways as one of

and classify existing highways consistent with their

the considerations in the final plan, as recommended by the

scenic quality.

United States Department of The Interior, Bureau of Outdoor

The project was carried on incidental

Recreation.
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This report was initiated by a request from the

provide additional opportunities for the motoring public to

United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Public

obtain greater aesthetic and recreational benefits from the

Roads to develop a program of scenic roads that would

natural resources that exist within each state.

THU 1965 STUDY

The original concept for development of a nationwide

the United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Public

report to provide scenic driving and recreational

Roads, execute the study since it has the primary responsi

opportunities was recommended by the President's

bility for the planning and improvement of public roads at

Recreational Advisory Council which consists of the

the national level.

Secretaries of Agriculture; Commerce; Defense; Health,

The Maine State Highway Commission, which was assigned

Education and Welfare; and Interior; and the

the responsibility of developing the report for the State of

Administrator of the Housing and Home Finance Agency.

Maine, invited the participation of various State Agencies

The Recreational Advisory Council recommended that

and others interested in improving and expanding the

recreational opportunities in the State.
Among the agencies participating were the Advisory

The primary consideration or need for the development of
a program of scenic routes throughout the State is to preserve

Council on Outdoor Recreation which has representation

and enhance the available scenic resources through the

from the following state departments or agenciess The

adoption of appropriate highway construction and conservation

State Park and Recreation Commission, The State Highway

measures in conjunction with the development of recreational

Commission, The Maine Forestry Department, The Department

facilities by state and national agencies, local units of

of Economic Development, The Department of Sea and Shore

government, and operators of private recreational facilities

Fisheries, The Department of Inland Fisheries and Game,

as a part of a comprehensive state-wide outdoor recreation

The Department of Agriculture, The Water Improvement

plan.

Commission and the State Soils Conservation Committee.

routes to provide access to the more scenic and historic areas

The Natural Resources Council of Maine and the Maine

of the State will provide additional inspiration, enjoyment

Municipal Association were also invited to participate.

of travel, and educational opportunities to the citizens of

In addition to the excellent cooperation received

The delineation and improvement of a system of scenic

the State and to the many tourists unon whom the State of

from the participating agencies noted, many suggestions

Maine depends for a large share of its economic foundation.

were received from interested individuals.

Over two million out-of-state tourists visit the State of

Maine each year, making recreational travel Maine's

must possess attractions of sufficient merit to provide the

second largest industry.

user with an outstanding travel experience or contain a

The major criteria used in the determination of
the scenic routes were the quality of the scenic,

destination of outstanding quality.
The variety of the terrain through which a route passes

historic and cultural attractions; the variety of

contributes to the enjoyment of the user.

terrain; the proximity to population centers; the

advisable to delineate the routes to obtain the best possible

accessibility to existing or proposed state parks,

balance in the variety of natural and cultural scenic

recreation areas and points of interest; the

attractions offered, yet maintain an overall route length

compatibility with other recreation, aesthetic and

that could be readily analyzed for purposes of this reuort.

conservation objectives; and the characteristics of
road use on the existing routes selected.
The quality of the scenic, historic and cultural
attractions was the most significant of the general
guides used for the determination and delineation of
a scenic route.

The route and corridor traversed

It was deemed

The accessibility of the scenic highway to existing
areas having aesthetic and recreational attractions or to
areas of potential recreational value was also considered in
the route assignments.
The possibility of developing the routes to scenic
highway standards was a major criterion in selection.

The

poor condition of areas adjacent to the highways and
other undesirable factors precluded the delineation of
various sections of the routes selected.

Relocations

natural characteristics adjacent to these trails.
With minor exceptions, multi-purpose highways having
heavy volumes of traffic have been designated only as

were recommended to bypass the undesirable sections

connecting routes and are not included in the scenic

providing that the remainder of the route had

highway program.

outstanding qualities to warrant its inclusion as a
scenic highway.

The location of the scenic routes

Minor exceptions and deviations from the criteria
established by the United States Department of Commerce,

selected, especially those sections on new locations,

Bureau of Public Roads were sometimes necessary in selecting

were accepted only if they were compatible with the

scenic routes in the State of Maine,

aesthetic and natural environment of the area.

to the minimum ruling right-of-way requirements were

The

The standards relating

routes were accepted only if they did not impair the

unreasonable to meet on various portions of the scenic routes

enjoyment of existing areas of scenic or natural

proposed in this report.

interest.

compact or urban areas and portions of routes along the

For example, it was determined that routes

Portions of the routes near small

paralleling existing trails should be removed to an

seacoast could not meet the right-of-way requirements, due

extent that would guarantee the preservation of the

to the type of development, yet those routes all had

outstanding natural and cultural scenic attractions and

subjective values in many portions of the schedules completed.

were included in this report.

Data relating to costs, population, traffic, and for

A limited number of

routes with a total length of less than the minimum

complementary facilities were analyzed and assembled consistent

suggested length of twenty-five miles have been

with the time available.

included.

Scenic Route Selection Process

The majority of the routes not meeting the

minimum length requirement are coastal routes extending

The selection of scenic routes from the innumerable

along peninsulas having outstanding scenic attractions

suggestions received was initiated upon the establishment of

and destinations of spectacular beauty.

methods for interpreting and applying values to the individual

One route has

been designated in the State for inclusion as an urban
scenic highway.

This route, seven miles in length, is

aesthetic and scenic attractions.
The basic qualifications and rating procedures established

located entirely within the urban area of Portland and

by the Roadside Development Section of the State Highway

offers spectacular views of Portland City, Portland

Commission were the major criteria used to establish the

Harbor, and provides access to many historic attractions.

scenic highway network.

The limited time requirements of the report allowed
for only brief investigations and the assignment of

Field investigations were completed

for those highways and regions that had not been previously
surveyed for scenic attractions by personnel of the Roadside

Development Section.
The following classification system was established

An assignment of 3 and 4 points constituted mediocre
to average rural scenery, consisting of various combinations

and used in conjunction with the data outlined in the

of woodland and farmland with few sizable or particularly

manual received from the United States Bureau of Public

interesting vistas.

Roads.
The basic objectives of the State's rating system

An assignment of 5 points indicated better than average
scenery and was the lowest of the point assignments designed

were! (l) to combine the greatest number of outstanding

to justify the establishment of a scenic highway.

attractions into the shortest possible mileage for a

sometimes used to designate a fairly lengthy section of

route, and; (2 ) to connect points of great interest by

highway containing frequent good, but not outstanding, views.

routes that in themselves have some scenic value.
To accomplish this the following point system
was used!
An assignment of 1 or 2 points indicated unattractive
and comparatively flat areas, barren or with uninteresting
scrubby growth.

It was

An assignment of 6 and 7 points indicated particularly
good views from specific sites or outstanding short sections
of highway.

They were usually expected to provide definite

scenic features such as views of water or mountains.
A point assignment of 8 indicated an outstanding lake
or mountain panorama or seascape.

A point assignment of 9 was a classification
indicating a location or vista of superlative merit and
had sufficient justification for many miles of access
highway not in itself unusually scenic,
A question as to the philosophy of aesthetics
entered here.

An outstanding but comparatively limited

reserved to represent an ideal, though there are scenic
sites in Maine that possibly justified its use.
When it became necessary to make a complete
classification of lengthy sections of highway some
negative classifications were necessary.

These were often

useful in determining the overall average value of a route

and intimate scene often was considered more beautiful

in order to decide which of the various routes should be

than a wide but distant panorama.

selected as a part of the scenic highway system.

However, for

Negative

classification purposes, preference was given to the

classifications ranged from zero to minus 3 points and

views of greater scope and point assignments of 8, or

were used mostly to designate scars on the landscane, such

more particularly of 9, were usually assigned to

as pits, dumps, junkyards, industrial sections, etc.

designate views covering a sizable area with, often,

often applied near the outskirts of urban areas.
Important historical or archeological sites and state

a combination of features.
The classification of 10 points, since it indicates
perfection, was used seldom.

They

It was for the most part

or national parks and forests were considered as important
plus factors and an attempt was made to fit them into the

classification system.

Standards for comparison were

necessarily somewhat different, particularly those for
historic sites.

Any historic site, sufficiently

State Highway Commission personnel.
The map enclosed in the envelope pocket inside the
back cover of this report shows the scenic routes selected

important to be marked or advertised, was assigned a

and an integrated system of major routes and connecting

minimum rating of 5 points.

highways that provide access to the scenic routes.

Higher ratings were based

State

on whether it was of general interest or had appeal

and national parks and forests and the major inland bodies

only to a limited number of people.

of water are also noted on the enclosed map.

These ratings,

when correlated with other point assignments,

United States Biireau of Public Roads required the analysis

determined the overall route rating.
The suggestions for scenic routes that were
received from the participating agencies and interested
individuals were screened and used to the extent
deemed feasible by the study staff.

The completion of the schedules requested by the

Many of the

and tabulation of data relating to population, traffic,
costs, and complementary facilities along suggested routes.
Population data were developed through the use of
average travel time statistics.

Circular natterns, covering

suggested routes were already accepted for the study

the one, two and three hour time categories, were applied

or were integrated with the routes delineated by the

to maps of Maine, the other New England States and Canada.

Population figures from the i960 census records were

the construction divisions of the State Highway Commission.

tabulated and used on a town and county basis.

The costs applied were those differential costs between

Due to the time limitations and the type of study

conventional development and scenic highway quality.

The

requested, broad approaches to the analysis, of traffic

differences in cost between scenic highways and conventional

data were necessary.

type highways are due to the relocations and other

Actual data were used for current

information where available.

Characteristics of

improvements required to augment scenic quality.

These

automatic traffic recorder stations were used where

data, based on the American Association of State Highway

applicable.

Officials Geometric Design Standards and prepared on per

No induced traffic was assigned and

normal state-wide traffic growth was applied.

Scenic

mile and type of terrain bases, were applied to each route

routes, once established and publicized, would of course

segment requiring improvements to meet the qualifications

attract some additional travel, but it is not felt that

of a scenic highway.

the additional traffic would materially affect the

for those sections of scenic routes where reconstruction at

results of the study.

the end of the life of the present facility would follow

The cost data relating to highway improvements and
for new facilities were compiled from data supplied by

Negligible costs have been assumed

the existing alignment and where other factors would not
cause appreciable cost differentials in constructing the

highway to scenic route standards.

The construction

insure that adequate protective measures be maintained in

cost estimates were prepared using 1990 as the design

these areas.

year and at 1964 price levels.

complementary facilities the cost was included with the

The development of land cost data for the
additional right-of-way width requirements for

Where additional land was needed solely for

complementary facility cost.
Landscaping costs, including architectural and

corridor protection followed very closely to the

engineering costs incidental to landscaping, were developed

methods established for the assignment of construction

and applied on a per mile basis similar to the cost

cost data,

assignments for construction and right-of-way.

Topical land cost data on unit, area, and

type of land bases were developed by the Right-of-Way
Division of the State Highway Commission,

Cost data

The development of reasonable data relating to
complementary facilities, both existing and proposed, along

for the minimum ruling right-of-way width requirements

the system of scenic routes was completed only through the

have been included for all of the routes selected.

cooperation of the personnel of the State Parks and

Additional costs for corridor protection have been

Recreation Department and upon the knowledge of the study

entered for those sections of the scenic routes that

staff.

parallel lakes, streams, the seashore, and for those

report did not allow a comprehensive study of the facilities

sections of routes traversing higher elevations to

as to location, cost and other factors.

The limited time available for completion of the

The following

outlines the general methods used and the basis for the

and the State Park and Recreation Commission

development of costs for the proposed facilities:

files.

The proposed number and size of the rest

Scenic Overlooks - The enumeration of the

or picnic areas were assigned consistent with

number of existing and proposed scenic

the existing facilities available, amount of

overlooks was compiled partially by the

traffic and use anticipated, and suitable

route selection personnel in conjunction

locations for the areas.

with the field inspection with the remaining

available since the State has had considerable

entries completed based upon the knowledge

experience in the construction and maintenance

of the office personnel.

of these facilities,

Costs of parking

Cost data were readily

areas and other costs incidental to a

CampCTQunds - The State Park and Recreation

scenic overlook were prepared based upon

Commission extended guidance in the preparation

the anticipated use of each area and known

of data relating to campgrounds.

construction cost data.

larger type campgrounds were recommended for

Picnic Areas - Data relating to the existing

installation along or near scenic routes.

number of rest or picnic areas was readily

The size, number of installations and cost

available from the State Highway Commission

data were assigned based upon the anticipated

Only the

need for these areas.

for the preparation of data relating to boat

Cultural. Educational or Historic Sites - The

launching facilities.

enumeration of the cultural, educational and

it was impossible to accurately assign data

historic sites was one of the more difficult

as to exact location of boat launching

items to tabulate for the study.

facilities; however, estimated cost and

Reliance upon

Without further study,

the knowledge of the study staff was the

location data were entered on the appropriate

controlling factor for this item.

forms.

Additional

Studies are now being conducted by

costs for improvement of parking facilities

the State Park and Recreation Commission

and for methods of roadside identification of

relating to the existence and need for these

historic sites were included where the sites

facilities on each of the inland bodies of

were known to exist; however, additional costs

water and along the seacoast.

would undoubtedly be added following a more

Trails - Trails were recommended only where

detailed analysis.

the need for this facility was readily anuarent.

Boat Launching Facilities - The State Park and

It is felt that more detailed studies will make

Recreation Commission assumed major responsibility

provision for additional trails.
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Costs were

included for small parking areas to

for the apparent lack of detailed data

accommodate the users of the existing

relating to historic sites.

and recommended trails.

parking area was recommended in the more

Rest Stops - Areas for rest stops were

remote wooded areas and along lakes and

provided consistent with the number of

streams to accommodate people interested

other complementary facilities, the length

in hunting, fishing, and other recreational

of the scenic route, and the anticipated

activities.

use of each routs.

Annual maintenance cost data for scenic highways

Costs were based solely

An occasional

on providing off-highway parking space.

landscaping, and complementary facilities on new

No additional accommodations were

locations and the differential maintenance cost data

recommended at the rest stops.

for highways, landscaping, and complementary faciliti

Other Parking Areas - Some additional

on existing locations were developed from maintenance

facilities for additional parking spaces

cost data records on file in the offices of the State

were recommended.

Highway Commission and the State Park and Recreation

A major reason for

adding these facilities was to provide

Commission.

These costs were applied on a per mile

basis for highways and landscaping and applied individually

were rated separately, the results examined, and a

for each of the complementary facilities.

geographical adjustment factor applied in order to

Priorities

provide a more equal distribution of the routes.
Although the system appears to produce reasonable

A numerical method of establishing priorities was
determined using the criteria established in the study

results, further examination would probably suggest

manual.

refinements in method.

Each criterion was assigned a maximum rating

The rating method used to assign point values to

based upon an evaluation of its importance and a range of
values for each degree of quality.

each route for "Service to major population centers"

The final rating scale

was based on the population within three hours driving

established is shown in Table 1.

time to each scenic route.

The first attempt at determining priorities indicated

An assignment of two points

too much emphasis on "service to population centers" and an

for each one hundred thousand people was made with a

invalid approach to "harmony with other highway users".

maximum rating of one

An

The "Economic feasibility" rating was based on the

adjustment to these two criteria produced the final rating
system.

hundred points.

cost data assembled for each route.

Each of four topographical sections of the State

- 19

A maximum assignment

of fifty points was designated for economic feasibility.

Point assignments for "Access to parks and recreation

The cost per mile in thousands of dollars for each route

areas" were based upon the number and size of the existing

was deducted from the maximum allowable fifty points.

park and recreational facilities along the suggested scenic

The assignments for "Harmony with other highway

route.

A maximum assignment of fifty points was used with

users" were developed from data prepared relating the

lesser values assigned based upon the complementary

total use of the highway to the percentage of commercial

facilities as noted.

vehicles using the scenic routes,

A maximum assignment

The point assignments to the remaining rating criteria

of one hundred and fifty points was made on sections of

that were used, as noted in Table 1, were based upon the

highway having under two hundred annual average vehicles

data developed in the scenic highway selection process.

per day and having under six per cent of trucks with

The "Scenic quality of the corridor" was the most

lesser relative assignments made for greater volumes of

significant of the values used to determine priority and

traffic and higher percentages of trucks.

was assigned a maximum rating of four hundred points for

A table was

established indicating point assignments for the traffic

areas of spectacular scenic quality and lesser point values

volume groups and percentages of trucks that were

assigned based upon the degree of scenic excellence.

applicable to the study.

TABLE 1
PRIORITY RATING TABLE

Point Assignments and Rating Categories
Rating Criteria

Range

Excellent

Scenic quality of corridor

0 - 400

300 - 400

Service to major population centers

0 - 100

Economic feasibility

Pair

Poor

200 - 300

100 - 200

0-100

75 - 100

50 - 75

25 - 50

0-25

0-50

38 - 50

25 - 38

13 - 25

0-13

Variety of recreation experience

0-50

38 - 50

25 - 38

13 - 25

0-13

Compatibility with other recreation values

0-50

38 - 50

25 - 38

13 - 25

0-13

Harmony with other highway users

o - 150

113 - 150

75 - 113

38 - 75

0-38

Harmony with other land users

0-50

38 - 50

25 - 38

13-25

0-13

Access to parks and other recreation areas

0-50

38 - 50

25 - 38

13-25

0-13
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THE PROGRAM

The development of the scenic routes selected into

that abound in the State of Maine.

an integrated network of highways which connect with major

Summary

routes and highways that traverse the State will enhance

A total of 2,452 miles has been suggested for inclusion

the recreational and economic development of the State of

in the scenic highway program in the State of Maine.

Maine.

major portions of the routes selected are on low traffic

It should he remembered that this study is the first

examination of the problem in the State.

The

volume roads that permit the rather leisurely driving

The program and

facilities selected were determined for the specific purposes

required to obtain the maximum enjoyment from the scenic

of this study.

roadside and surrounding landscape.

It should not be implied that these facilities

The total mileage

will necessarily be constructed nor should it be assumed

selected has been segregated into 64 individual routes that

that the results of this study are final.

range from 7 miles to 82 miles in length.

Carefully

The majority of

executed plans for the future development of the scenic

the routes selected were adjusted to the shortest length

highway program will insure that the citizens of Maine and

possible, yet maintaining insofar as possible the 25 mile

the many visitors to the State will discover the many

minimum length recommended by the United States Bureau of

attractions of scenic, historic and cultural excellence

Public Roads, in order to facilitate the summarization of
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the technical data.

An examination of Table 2 , which follows,

mileage recommended to be constructed on new location

indicates the mileage by state and federal systems and the

TABLE 2
Mileage of Scenic Highways
by
State and Federal Highway Systems

Federal System
Non
Federal
Systems

State System

Federal
Primary

Federal
Secondary

State Primary

352

520

63

935

State Secondary

—

271

767

1,038

Town Ways

—

—

113

113

—

125

125

Private Ways

Total
Miles

State Park

—

—

27

27

New Location

—

—

214

214

352

791

1,309

2,452

Total Miles

- 23

Cost Estimates

Tables 3 and 4.

The total estimated cost of constructing the new scenic

Table 3 summarizes the cost data on those

sections of recommended scenic highway that are to be

routes and the total estimated differential cost of improving

constructed on new locations.

the existing routes selected to scenic highway quality is

Table 4 represent only the differential in cost between

$66,181,200.

the development of a conventional highway as opposed to

A summarization of the cost data developed for

the 2,452 miles of scenic highway in the State is shown on

The costs reported on

the development of a scenic highway.

TABLE 3
Total Cost of Constructing New Scenic Routes
(Summary of Data Reported on Form SR-2)
Total Costs
Land Costs

Total
Mileage

413*

Right
of
Way
($1,000)

Corridor
Protection
($1,000)

Highway
Costs
($1,ooo)

Land
scaping
Costs
($1,000)

1,529.0

675.5

35,435.0

206.5

Complementary
Facilities
Costs
($1,000)
2,321.3

Total
Costs
($1,000)
40,167.3

^Includes 214 miles on new location plus 199 miles of unimproved or low type town and private ways.

TABLE 4
Total Differential Cost of Improving 2,039 Miles of Existing Highways Suggested as Scenic Routes
(Summary of Data Reported on Form SR-3)

Differential
Land Costs

Right of Way
o
o
o
5,876.0

Diff erential Improvement Costs

Corridor
Protection
($1 ,000)

Hi ghway
Costs
($1 ,000)

1 ,781.8

9,974.5

Landscaping
Costs
1 * 1 ,000)

982.0

Complementary
Facilities Costs
($1 ,000)
7,399.6

Total
Costs
1 * 1 ,000 )
26,013.9

Complementary Facilities
facilities, by type of facility, and the number and

Summary data for the complementary facilities along
the suggested scenic routes are shown in Table 5.

estimated cost of developing the proposed facilities for

The

the entire scenic highway system.

summary data reported denote the total number of existing

- 25 -
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TABLE 5
Total Number of Existing Facilities and Total Number and Estimated Cost of
Constructing Proposed Complementary Facilities Along Suggested Scenic Routes
(Summary of Data Reported on Form SR-4;

Existing
Number

Proposed
Number
Cost
($1 ,000)

Scenic Overlooks

16

212

1,384.0

Picnic Areas

70

152

536.0

Campgrounds

57

34

5 ,280.0

Cultural, Educational
or Historic Sites

47

1

75.0

Type of
Complementary Facility

Existing
Number

Proposed
Number
Cost
O
o
o

Type of
Complementary Facility

Boat Launching Facilities

75

64

1,431.0

Trails

30

8

16.9

0

452

904.0

25

46

94.0

Rest Stops
Other Parking Areas

Scenic Areas
However, due to the topography and the cultural development

The wide variety of scenery available in the State of
Maine includes mountains, forests, lakes, rivers, some of

of the State, highways have been largely located through

the most interesting sea coast in the world, picturesque

the central agricultural and residential areas of the State,

New England villages and wide areas of open farm land.

connecting centers of population; therefore, many of the

- 26 -

more interesting and spectacular scenic attractions are not
viewed by large segments of the motoring public.

with views of broad, clean, white sand beaches, vast expanses

The mountainous areas are concentrated to the west and
north of the more heavily traveled central area.

The southern coastal area provides the highway traveler

This area

of the Atlantic Ocean, harbors that contain many yachts and
small boats and various historic attractions.

Old Orchard

extends from the Maine-New Hampshire State Line in the

Beach, located in this area, is famed as having one of the

western portion of the State to majestic Mt. Katahdin in

longest and smoothest stretches of beach found anywhere along

the north central wilderness area.

the North Atlantic Coast.

A tour of the existing

This area is the site of many of

routes through this area provides the traveler with

the first permanent settlements in the United States.

outstanding scenic panoramas and numerous recreational

attractions of these first settlements remain and may be

opportunities.

viewed by the highway traveler.

The area has concentrations of lakes,

streams, mountain peaks and numerous other natural
attractions.

A trip through the area in Autumn, when

Many

The central and eastern coastal sections are heavily
indented by bays and inlets where ocean views are obtained

nature exhibits its annual color spectacle, provides an

by traversing highways extending along a series of picturesque

unfolding panorama of scenic brilliance.

peninsulas. . Opportunities are available for viewing some

This area also

provides the winter traveler and skiing enthusiast with

of the most spectacular surf and ocean scenery in the world

outstanding scenic attractions and recreational opportunities

from the high cliffs and rugged rock-bound coastline in this

area.

The winding coastal roads carry the user through

quaint fishing villages, past historic landmarks and into

passing motorist.
A trip through portions of the vast wilderness area

sedate communities containing picturesque Eighteenth

will unveil scenic attractions and recreational opportunities

Century homes.

unparalleled in this section of the United States.

A journey through the midland areas of the State
will provide the traveler with an extremely wide range of
beautiful scenery and areas of unique historical interest

The

northern area abounds with huge forests, many lakes, and
beautiful river valleys along the Canadian Border.
However, it remains a fact that only a small portion of

Many of Maine's 2,500 lakes and ponds are found in this

the most scenic areas of the State are easily accessible or

area.

generally well known to the motorist using Maine's highways.

By following the basically agricultural midland

area of the State northward the user finds himself in the

The great expanse of scenic potential in the State will only

vast northern reaches of the State where the largest

be realized through the designation and improvement of a

potato growing area and the largest remaining wilderness

program of highways that will provide access to the areas

area in the Eastern United States exists.

having the greatest scenic attractions.

The growing of

potatoes, which is Aroostook County's number one industry
provides a colorful sight where acre upon acre of white,
pink and violet potato blossoms may be viewed by the

Scenic Routes
Particular routes in this study have been kept
relatively short in order to achieve ease in the handling

of certain data, such as traffic information.

Route #2 at Newry Corner,

The fact that

The Route then follows U.S.

certain routes can he combined should not be overlooked.

Route #2,

The variety of scenic experiences for combinations of routes

to Rumford,

would of course be greatly enhanced.

able in this area, particularly the views of Autumn foliage

For instance, a

which parallels the scenic Androscoggin River
Numerous recreational facilities are avail

continuous route of approximately three hundred and seventy

and facilities for wintertime skiing.

miles of extremely high scenic quality and variety may

northerly via State Route #17 through vast forest and mountain

be delineated by combining a series of the routes outlined

areas where an unparalleled vista exists overlooking

in the study.

Mooselookmeguntic Lake, Rangeley Lake, and the many moun
tains of this area.

This possible continuous route begins at the Maine-

The route then extends

The route then follows State Route #4

New Hampshire State Line on State Route #26 in the Town

to Rangeley.

of Upton.

location that traverses a vast wilderness area following

Spectacular scenic overlooks on Umbagog Lake,

At this point the route follows a projected

mountain ranges and other natural attractions are avail

the mountain ranges to Stratton Village and easterly to

able at this point.

Bingham, following portions of the route of Benedict

The route follows State Route #26

southeasterly, passing Grafton Notch, Mother Walker Falls

Arnold's famous march to Quebec.

and Screw Auger Falls and follows the Bear River to U.S.

parallels the famous Appalachian Trail through much of

-

29

This section of the route

this wilderness area; however, the final location of the

The route then continues through the wilderness area

scenic route suggested will he removed to an extent that

and emerges at Patten Village, having provided access to

will guarantee the true wilderness aspects of the trail.

points heretofore only enjoyed by limited numbers of hikers

The route extends northerly from Bingham, following the

and sportsmen.

scenic Kennebec River Valley to the Forks,

This route is only one example of the many locations

The route

extends northeasterly from this point, following existing

of spectacular scenic excellence in the State,

private roads and sections of new location through vast

traversing the southern, central, northern and coastal

wooded areas and along rivers and streams to Moosehead Lake,

regions of the State provide innumerable locations of

the largest natural body of water located within one state

scenic interest and opportunities for recreational activit

in the Eastern United States,

ies.

This area abounds with re

creational opportunities and provides the traveler with
scenic attractions

that will be long remembered.

The

route extends northeasterly from the Moosehead area
through the wilderness, to Baxter State Park, passing
M t . Katahdin, the highest mountain in the State of Maine,

30 -
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OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Protective Measures
to the control of automobile "graveyards" to prevent

The possible acceptance of a program of scenic
highways in the State of Maine will provide an out

further encroachment upon the public ways of the State.

standing opportunity to be of service to the motoring

A massive effort to remove these unsightly places is now

public; however, to guarantee the preservation of the

being carried on by the Maine State Police and other law

aesthetic qualities for which the highways were selected

enforcement agencies.
Laws pertaining to the indiscriminate disposal of

and to maintain the appearance of the complementary
facilities along these routes, additional protective

rubbish along the public ways are now in existence , These

measures must be adopted by the administrative agencies

laws, though difficult to enforce, have aided in the preser

involved and through legislative process.

vation of the scenic quality of Maine Highways,
The State Highway Commission has the authority to

Several protective measures are now available for
use by the administrative and law enforcement agencies

partially control outdoor advertising along the highways

of the State to maintain and improve the scenic quality

of the State,

adjoining existing highways.

prevent the encroachment of advertising signs and devices

Laws now exist pertaining
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These controls were created basically to

that might endanger the highway user, however, the

existing high quality seashore residential development may

controls serve to a degree as a method of preserving

actually enhance the scenic value of the corridor rather than

scenic quality.

require additional or immediate control.

Existing law controls billboards along

much of the Interstate System,

The problem of controlling access points on non-parkway

The broad scope of the problem of protective measures

facilities is also difficult to approach from a definitive

and devices to control the scenic qualities of the highways

standpoint.

and corridors selected indicates the need for further effort

number of entrances per mile does not take into consideration

and study.

the use of the entrance or the amount of traffic being served

The requirements for purchasing right-of-way

Establishing rules such as allowing a definite

or obtaining protective easements are extremely variable.

Since relatively low volume existing roads were the type of

Pull purchase of right-of-way is probably not as desir

facility generally selected in Maine, the problem of controll

able as the protective easement approach and easements

ing access points was considered to be minor.

would probably vary greatly in depth and frequency.

Population Criteria

Spot

acquirements may be all that are required in many instances

There can be little doubt that proximity of population

and in some cases, due to unique development, little or

is one of the important factors in the selection of scenic

no protection may be required.

routes.

For instance, areas having

Overemphasis of pure population statistics can be a

teal possibility, however.

Trip characteristics and trends

should be analyzed very carefully before decisions are made

Priorities
Given further time to analyze priority rating schemes,

concerning the relative importance of short versus long

some changes would undoubtedly occur.

recreational trips.

value placed on the quality of the scenic corridor, although

Not only the length but the type of

recreational trip should be considered.

It should not be

The relatively high

the criteria are somewhat subjective, would probably remain.

supposed that the short trip-maker will take the same ad

An evaluation of the recreational product in the area surround

vantage of scenic routes that the longer traveler will.

ing the route being rated would be evaluated and given a

Areas of proven recreational attraction, regardless of

relatively high value.

location, must be given equal rating with the larger

duct could very well account for more than fifty per cent

population centers.

of the total rating given to a particular route.

It is likely that the proven recrea

Scenic quality and recreational pro

Proximity

tional areas and other areas of outstanding scenic quality

to population and harmony with other highway users would pro

will provide the soundest basis for a program of scenic

bably be the next most important factors.

highways.

ity would receive a relatively higher rating than at present

Some of the more outstanding scenic oppor

Economic feasibil

tunities and attractions in the country exist in areas

with the remaining criteria given minor importance.

Some

where near population is relatively small.

method of adjusting routes geographically and for degree

of urgency of protection would also be established.
The completed forms SR-1 , SR-2, SR-3, SR-4 , and SR-A
itemizing the rating criteria, for each of the sixty-four
scenic routes, and county maps, at the scale of one inch

equals two miles, delineating the routes are included in
a technical appendix.
The tabular material on the following pages is a
summarization of the data prepared for each of the scenic
routes selected.

INDIVIDUAL ROUTE SUMMARY DATA

Scenic
Route

Highway

Index
Number

Priority
Number

Location

1

Kittery

to

2

Wells

3

Saco

5

Brunswick

to

So.

6

Brunswick

to

Bailey

7

West

to B a t h v i a

8

Woolwich

to
to

Ogunquit

Biddeford
South

Bath

via

York Beach

Pool

Portland

Island
Sebasco

State

Park

1962
ADT

Mileage

Costs*
(61,000)

Existing Locations

Land
Coats
( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

17

21

1305

14

24

620

8

364.0

14 4 .0

22

30

1815

2

2 7 1.0

12 .0

48

14

42

Complementary
Facilities
($1,000)

Differential Improvement Costs
Highway
Land
Complementary
Costs*
Costs
Facilities
($1,000)

($1,000)

Total

Costs

($1,000)

($1,000)

6.5

174.0

8.0

188.5

43.0

8.0

178.0

18.0

755.0

35.0

5 0 2.0

134.0

22.0

976.0

840

6.5

96.0

204.0

306.5

15

1225

7.5

148.0

37.0

192.5

49

33

480

59.5

294.5

208.0

669.0

38

19

540

9.0

122.0

182.0

313.0

6 8 6 .5

15 0 .0

178.0

1,014.5

724.0

290.5

60.0

1,425.5

13.5

142.5

234.0

390.0

2

71.0

36.0

0. 0

10

Newcastle

to

Southport

39

23

940

11

Waldoboro
via New

to D a m a r i s c o t t a
Harbor

19

44

400

24

27

VJ7
O
O

to R e i d

Harpswell

Length
Miles

New Locations
Construction

9

41

780

3

126.5

54.0

20.0

64.0

262.5

90.0

6 17 .0

10

41

1135

1

35.5

6.0

0.0

573.5

145.0

99.0

859.0

3

60

510

9

549.5

162.0

4.0

2 5 .0

540.0

231.0

1,511.5

46

18

310

5

227.5

9 0 .0

183.0

51.5

98.5

22.0

672.5

21

40

550

2

171.0

8.0

2.0

288.5

310.0

71.0

850.5

3 4'

30

1550

1

35.5

18.0

0.0

627.5

258.0

5 2 .0

991.0

51

20

1325

10.0

42.0

34.0

86.0

12

13

T h o m a s t o n to W a l d o b o r o
via Friendship
Rockland
via

14

to

Harbor

108.0

10.0

Searsmont

Lincolnville

16

Orland,

17

S t o n i n g t o n to

18

Sedgwick

20

Trenton

21

B a r H a r b o r to S o u t h w e s t H a r b o r
via Mans e t and Seawall

southerly
No.

to

Stonington

Deer

to E l l s w o r t h
to

233.0

Thomaston

Tenants

Rockland
via

to

6

Somesville

Isle
via Blue
via

Bar

Hill
Harbor

•Includes Landscaping Costs
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INDIVIDUAL ROUTE SUMMARY DATA

S c elite
Route
Index

Priority

Number-

Location

Number

Length
Miles

19 6 2
ADT

N e w L o cations
Highway Construction
L and
Mileage
Costs
Costs*
C $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

23

25

26

H a n c o o k to G o u l d s b o r o
v i a S c h o o d i o Pt,

23

29

725

C o l u m b i a to J o n e s b o r o
v i a South Addison and Jonesport

53

34

355

1

45.5

12 .0

J o n e s b o r o to M a c h i a s
via Roque Bluffs

43

31

19 0

11

370.5

56

39

320

4

60

27

535

10

61

27

1225

31

42

240

3

116.5

18.0

33

40

250

2

7 1.0

12 .0

54

49

535

29

53

750

58

36

64

2T

East

28

W h i t i n g to Lubec

30

Calais,

35

Ogunquit

36

Biddeford, northwesterly
New Hampshire

37

39

( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

Machias

to Lubec

southerly

on

via

Cutler

State

to

Route

189

Eastport

to N e w f i e l d via Emery Mills

I f r o w n f i e l d to
v i a Porter

Complementary
Facilities
( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

Existing Locations
Differential Improvement
Costs
Highway
Land
Complementary
C osts*
Costs
Faci l i t i e s
( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

Total

Costs

( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

714.5

20 5.0

2 14 .0

1,133.5

2 .0

731.5

325.0

230.0

1,346.0

19 2 .0

6 2.0

6 6 5 .O

2 4 2 .0

19 6 .0

1,727.5

18 2 .0

0 6 .0

4.0

687.5

390.5

5 8 .0

1 ,4 1 8 . 0

375.0

52.5

33.0

8 .5

104.5

43.0

616.5

13.5

5 8 .0

187.1

258.6

2 .0

19.5

9 0 .0

81.0

327.0

8 .0

63.5

96.5

6 9 .0

320.0

24 .0

94.5

5 0 .0

168.5

28 2 .5

18 2 .0

72.2

2,323.2

1215

16.0

8 4 .0

6 6 .0

166.0

25

1665

12.5

7 6 .0

43.0

131.5

59

32

565

16.0

5 8 .0

40.0

114 .0

45

34

280

422.0

121.5

204.1

747.6

18

34

535

3

10 6 .5

18 .0

4.0

185.5

80.0

57.0

451.0

25

35

200

9

299.5

156.0

36.0

193.0

158.5

15 0 .0

993.0

to

Limerick and return

B a l d w i n to W e s t b r o o k .
via. N a p l e s

40

Norway,

42

Bethel

43

South Paris

45

Readfield to

and

Crescent

southwesterly
to

Norway

Manchester,

47

Monmouth,

Brownfield

State

Route

26

to W a y n e
New

v i a Belgrade
46

on

to

Lake

11

1 , 4 0 0 .5

15 0 .0

236.0

Sharon

Lakes

northerly

northerly

to

to

New

New

Sharon

Sharon

"Includes Landscaping Costs
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INDIVIDUAL ROUTE SUMMARY DATA

Soenic
Route

New Locations
Highway

Index
Number

Priority
Number

Location

Length
Miles

19 6 2
ADT

Mileage

Costs*
( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

48

Gardiner,

49

P i t t s t o n to

50

Existing Locations

Construction
Land
Costs
( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

Complementary
Facilities
(31,000)

Differential ImDrovament
Costs
HighwayLand
Complementary
Costs*
( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

Costs
( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

Facilities
( $ 1 , 00 0 )

Total

Costs

( $ 1 ,0 0 0 )

50

29

710

283.5

58.5

38.0

380.0

57

23

310

1 8 1 .5

63.5

48.0

293,0

A u g u s t a to N e w p o r t v i a W a s h i n g t o n ,
Liberty and Brooks

37

77

355

238.0

195.5

160.2

593.7

51

Rockland

15

38

685

10

455.0

30.0

1 8 .0

14.0

62.5

4 8 .0

627.5

54

West

62

50

155

28

994.0

7 0 .0

54.0

1 1 .0

53.0

1 7 2 .0

1,354.0

63

44

115

35

1 , 2 0 7 .0

110.5

228.1

5.0

5.0

39.0

1,594.6

s o u t h e r l y to
Nobleboro

to B e l m o n t

Enfield,

Topsham
via Head

Tide

via Appleton

southeasterly

to

Beddington
55

P r i n c e t o n , w e s t e r l y to
64 at Nicatous Lake

Scenic

Route

56

East Machias

to A l e x a n d e r

55

27

335

4

1 6 2 .0

18.0

6 .0

n.5

68.5

219.0

485.0

57

P r i n c e t o n to

Orient

via Vanceboro

28

82

90

72

2,591.5

2 4 8 .5

413.0

4.5

18.0

22.0

3,297.5

60

New Hampshire

Line

44

44

1165

21.5

142.0

34.0

197.5

61

N e w r y to N e w H a m p s h i r e
o n S t a t e R o u t e 26

2

23

305

411.5

23.0

249.0

683.5

13

25

175

312.5

15.0

30.0

357.5

8

36

375

118.0

20.0

280.0

418.0

6

27

205

73.5

14.5

202.0

290.0

26

44

310

22.0

103.5

5 2 .0

177.5

32

39

685

222.0

46.5

56.0

324.5

62

64

66

67

to

State

Rumford
Line

Upton, southeasterly
R u m f o r d Point

to

Mexico,

Oquossoc on

State
65

State

northerly
Route

to

17

O q u o s s o c to N e w H a m p s h i r e
L i n e o n S t a t e R o u t e 16

State

K i n g f i e l d , s o u t h e r l y to W i l t o n
via Phillips and Weld
Fairbanks,

northwesterly

Rangeley on

State

Route

to
4

•Includes Landscaping Costs
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INDIVIDUAL ROUTE SUMMARY DATA

New Locations

Scenic
Route
I ndex
Number

Highway
Priority
Number

Location

Length
Miles

1962
ADT

Mileage

Construction
Costs*
($1,000)

68

Fairbanks, northerly
Canadian Border on

to the
State Route

71

360

36

32

415

24

7,212.0

96.0

5 0 .0

1

45

50

45

13,522.5

112.5

354.0

7

65

825

40

24

45

20

21

375

5

50

155

24

852.0

60.0

11

74

300

45

2,047.5

4

65

210

13

786.5

52

26

30

Haml i n , s o u t h w e s t e r l y to A s h l a n d
v i a F t . F a i r f i e l d a n d P r e s q u e Isle
Ft. K e n t , s o u t h e r l y
o n S t a t e R o u t e 11

southwesterly

70

Stratton,

easterly

72

B i n g h a m to C a n a d i a n
U . S . R o u t e 201

74

75

77

79

85

86

88

89

to

Greenville

River

Knowles Corner
via Sherman

to

Total Costs
( T 1,000)

95.5

60.3

270.0

425.8

4.0

16.0

20.0

7,398.0
13,989.0

32.5

47.5

102.0

182.0

137.5

12.5

0.0

1,074.2

280.5

22.5

172.0

475.0

31.0

118.5

63.0

243.0

1,367.5

35.0

269.0

269.0

62.5

170.0

2,853.0

26.0

12.0

13.0

37.5

96.0

971.0

365

13.0

65.0

26.0

104.0

59

610

29.5

121.5

244.0

395.0

41

53

1055

2 5 .0

103.0

76.0

295.5

12

49

545

24.5

98.0

235.0

357.5

19

674.5

47.5

202.2

on

Greenville

P a t t e n to R i p o g e n u s .D a m
via Shin Pond
Sherman, southerly
S t a t e R o u t e 11

($1,000)

to

B r o w n v i l l e to D o v e r - F o x c r o f t
v i a B o a r s t o n e Mt.
to

(81,000)

on

15

Millinocket, westerly
via Rip o g a n u s Dam

($1,000)

Haines

Border

to M o o s e

Route

27

to B i n g h a m

The Forks, n o r t h e a s t e r l y
East Outlet

State

76

Complementary
Facilities
($1,000)

16

Stratton,
Landing

69

Land
Costs
($1,000)

Existing Locations
D i f f e r e n t i a l Inrorc v e m e n t
Costs
Highway
Land
Complementary
Costs*
Costs
Facilities

to M e d w a y

on

Ludlow

to

1

85.5

6.0

0.0

Ashland

•Includes Landscaping Costs
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INDIVICUAL ROUTE SUMMARY DATA

Scenic
Route

Highway

Index
Humber

Priority
Number

Location

Length
Miles

1962
ADT

Mileage

N e w L o o s t l o n s ________________ ____
Construction
Costs*
($1,000)

91

93
100

Ft. K e n t ,
Presque

southeasterly
Isle

Allagash,

easterly

Within

Portland

to

•Includes

($1,000)

Complementary
Facilities
($1,000)

($1,000)

($1,000)

... T o t a l . C o s t s __

($1,000)

($1,000)

to

Hamlin

Urban Area

Totals

Land
Costs

Existing Locations
Differential I m p r o v e m e n t . Costs
Highway
Land
Complementary
Costs*
Costs
.. F a c i l i t i e s

55

12 9 0

25.5

142.0

268.0

435.5

27

81

1040

240.5

166.0

228.0

634.5

35

7

6025

0 .0

0 .0

90.0

90.0

10,956.5

7,657.8

7,399.6

66,181.2

47

2,452

413

35,641.5

Landscaping Cost3

- 39 -

2,204.5

2,321.3

